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REMARKS 

1 he Kammet has {ejected (1antis- 1 - 8-12 27 2is. and *0 andet 3^ r S C 112 
setond pasagiaph as besng indefinite tbi failing to pamculaih point out and dtstmcth 
dann the subjoa mattet winch applicant tegatd* as the msenison In patnculat with 
respect to Claim L the I \amtnei luio stated tiat thete is inmificsent antecedent basis ioi 
the limitation v the miotmation ' jn hue v 1 Applicant tespectUdh disdgtees and asset ts 
that. eLarh , " the inhumation" ie lets to the limitation ot teeming tnibimatiun utilizing 
a netuoik uheiem the infotmation includes (emphasis added) 

Put met mote, aL->o v tth tespect tu ( lama 1 , the f> ammei has atgued that the 
meaning ol the limitation w hetetn the site sends the mfouuauoTf is uucleat and ha,-> 
questioned 1 [wlheie the information fis>| buna sent Applicant respectfitlK di;-agieeo 
and asj-eit,^ that < "him 1 is not limned to a spettik location to w hidi the infonuauon is 
sent. 

ihe bxammei has Rjeeted Oaims 1, S- j I L\ 20-23 25-2$ and 30 undu 35 
i'SC 1 03t a \ a-, being unpatentable o\ei Rouen (L S Patent No VH)5 7 >nj, m \ iev\ of 
Pgendurf d' S Pateiit No ~ l >4 221 ) and m fuithet \ie\s of I ostu {{ S Patent No 

0 W2 \*>4) Applicant respectful K disagrees w ith such i ejection 

\\ ith respect to independent C laiin^ 1 1 v and 2\ the Evannnei ha» leited on Vol 
5, lines 52-07 and ( ols 2, ^ and o ftom the Roneti jeterertce in addition to Vv\ 4, lines 
1-6 tiom the ! gendoil lefeiutce to make a pt tot ait showing of applicant s claimed 
technique v whet em usei data is identified ba^ed on the teeened tnframatioii and the user 
data is sent to a site ^hetetn the tiset data includes shipping tnfotmauorf tsee tht^ oi 
similar, but not necessarily identical language in the aforementioned independent claims). 

VpplK aot respectful !\ assetts that the e\ceipts bom Rotten idKd upon h\ the 

1 xamiuet met eh teach that [bjefoie completing the tiatwiUtOfi theieioie the at. cev>ed 
fSF sudi as 1SF 106 loinmumiatcs vi nh tht a ansa, tion sonei 10u to deietntuie whether 



that IP address has an established bit hng, entiv to which charges foi the tiansaetiou can be 
lot raided and recorded, ' and that "jijt such an eirtiy e\tsts on database ! It) and a billing 
mechanism is m place. IsP )()<> is signaled o\et the ^ecuied hnl tu atuhoti/e the 
uansaction' (Rotten, Col 5 lines ?2-<k> - emphasis added) Hittheimoie. the cxceipt 
Tumi I gendotf telied on hv the IXaminei .-ampb teaches that 'the \endot ma> \eitiv 
u uh the pro\ ider that the addi ess supplied h the mstomet foi shipment of the goods has 
been authoii/ed b\ the custuiuef ' (Tuendof ( (. ol 4 lines 1-^ - emphasis added) 

Clearly, the excerpts from Ronen relied on by the Examiner merely disclose 
1 detejmmjmu" whethei |anj IS* address has an established billing etitn which does not 
c\en -uggest au\ sort of shipping mloimatioii ' as applicant claims Hather, the excel pt 
bom rgendnii iclied uii b\ the I xammei ouh discloses that ' the address |isj supplied b\ 
the cusumiu foi shipment, which doe» not suggest, and e\en h\u he*. awa\ trom 
applicant \ claimed technique wheiem Uoei data is identified based on the lecen ed 
information w herein the itocr dara includes shipping information pattiatiath Mnoe 
such tenoned mfomiattort ' includes an Internet Protocol { IP) addict oi a nset and an 
amount of payment due" (emphasis added), in the context claimed by applicant. 

In addition, although Egendorf discloses that "the vendor may verify with the 
piONidei that the address has been authorized b\ the cu-nomei " fgendoif onK 
discloses ill at such \eniication nun be peifoimed ' m the same niatiuei m which such 
\eiification would be made for the >amc transaction made o\er the telephone v. ith a 
ciedit eaid * Thus I gendotf simph does not meet applicant's specific claim language, 
nameh that "user data k identified based on the received information w her em the 
use; data includes shipping mfunnatton * and uhete ^uch received mfoimation 'mektdeo 
an Internet Psotocol (IP S > address of a usei and an amount of paunent due" (emphasis 
added), in the context claimed by applicant. 

Applicant tint her notes that the £ xammei has aigued that "Ronen disclose? the 
putchasiUL' of goods that will later bedeliseied In conventional uanspoit means ' such 
that is ob\ ious that m oidei foi goods oideied online to be shipped to a consume*. 
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the consume! must pun rue shipping tnfotmation \pphcaiu as am emphasizes that 
meiei\ suggesting that Rouen teaches that a 'consume! mu^t prostde shipping 
mfonnation, as alleged bs the I \ammei fails to use to the lesei of specific tt\ of 
applicant's claim language and e\cn nuJic t/wux fiom such claim language \pphcant 
emphasizes that onh applicant teaches and claims a technique where usei data [that 
includes shipping mfotmauon] k identified based on iccened mfoimation ," when, such 
recused information "includes an internet Protocol {IP} addicss <>{ a iisei am! an amount 
of pa> mem due" (emphasis added), in the contest claimed b\ applicant 

Based on the Kxamrnef s abose noted aiL c unient it appeals that the l-xamwei has 
relied on an inherence argument tegatdmg the abose emphasized daun limitations In 
%te\\ ol the aiguments made hctemahose anv such mhcictics argument has been 
adcquatels rebutted, and a notice of allowance ot a specific pnoi ait show mg of such 
danu leufuies, in combination with the remaining claim element ts tespeel fulls 
requested iSeeMPU* 21 12} 

Funnel, m response, applicant assorts that the fau that a cettam lesult ot 
chaiacteiistie mas occui oi be pic sent in the pnoi an is not sufficient to establish the 
mheienc\ of that lesnlt or ehaiaetenstic bi ,<j AV/t Auc /, 9 h kl 1 Y>h 1534, 2S ( 'sPQ2d 
105^ lathed Or \<*i\), bin'Oi'tr/th. Oo6 f 2d ^bl-82, 2 12 I S\H) s2 _^2o 
{TOM l'*8l > ' To establish mherencs the e\tunsic e\ idence 'hum make cleat that the 
missing descupme mattet i» neces<>aisK present in the thing desciibed m the lefetence, 
and that u would he so recognized bs person- of otdman slill [uhcicnc howesei mav 
not be established b\ probabilities oi possibi Hus i he meie fact that a eetiam thing ma> 
result fiom a gisen set of eti cum stances is not sufficient "' hi re RoKrtsoii lb<-> \ xl 74* 
745 4sM r SPQ2d 1W ff<ed C ir iw>) 

-Vdditioiralh \\ith respect to the independent claims the I Aanunei has iched on 
C ol 8 lines and 0>is 7-b from f-ostei to make a pnoi ait showing of applicant s 
claimed technique where ' the site ts piosuled s\tth a confirmation number and the 



-4- 



shipping information of the user and the user is provided with the confirmation number" 
(see this or similar, but not necessarily identical language hi the independent claims). 

Applicant respectfully asserts that the excerpts from Foster relied upon by the 
Lxatmnei meseh leach that ' [tjhe message to the caidhoidei shown at path 2U> ma\ he 
an otde 1 confirmation number or othei mdiePtiun that the oidei is to be placed " and that 
v [tjhe message to the metchant includes a twsque older innnbct and a pie~iegisieTed 
--hipping addles.-* 01 an aitthoi f/ed alternate shipping address, as shown at path 218 K oi 
8 lines 1 ^- so -■ emphasis added) liouexet disclosing an older confnmauon nunibet 
sent to the cautholdei and a unique order mimbei sent to the met chant, as in Fo.->tei tads 
s pecifically meet applicant s claimed technique w heie 1 the site is pun ided w uh a 
co n fi t mat i on n tu n be ; and the use! i> pun ided v\ Hh the conthmauon innnhci ' 
t emphasis added) as claimed b\ applicant 

S\ ith i expect to independent Claim 2o, the Examine! has icheJ on C 1 and 2 
liom Ronen to make a pnoi ait show mg of applicant \ claimed ' pun idtng a hnk to a site 
on a network where a business transaction is occurring." 

Applicant respectfully asserts that the excerpt from Ronen relied on by the 
Fvammei onK gcnetalh discloses "transactional conducted o\ ei the Internet hy useis 
connected through an Internet \cce>s Punuiei {IAP} to one or mote Is IV {C«l 2. lines 
s-8) Houexei. applicant respectful^ notes that now heie m the excerpt telted on bv the 
Lxatmnei is there am specific chsclosine oi pio\ uhng a link to a site on a netxsotl 
whcie a business ttansaction is oicuiung * (emphasis added), as applicant claims 

\Sso with te.spect to independent C hum 26, the F\anmiet has teiied on the 
(ejection ot'Claim 8, and m parnculai *Y*1 7, hoes *~-40 and item 120- ^t m Figuic 1 of 
Ronen to make a pttot att shoeing oi applicant s claimed conditional admnnsteung 
payment foi the pa\mem due In billing against the account m aeeoi dance \\ ith an\ 
identified rules. 
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-Vppl^ant le^pcctfitiK assens that steal 120- ? m 1 igme i of Ronen muth show:? 
a bonk debit card Fuilhu, ( ol 7 hues kHiom Ronen *>impi\ discloses that the 
lulline mechanism will include the uzer\ denned method or methods of billing, and ans 
paiametcis that define when a particular billing method i-- to he applied ' ( leaih 
paiametus that define when apauseuiai billing method ss to he applied, as m Rouen fails 
to meet applicants claimed ' conduiunalK administering pavment tn accot dance w sth 
ans ideutiiied iules {emphasis added), as claimed hi fact applicant nous Table J m 
Ronen (shown jn Col 4 lines 50-00) w hf<_h elearh shows pai amaei » for each billing 
choice , w inch does not teach that 1 pa\mc'itt {a, condif ionaih admnu stct ed \ in 
accordance with am identified tuleV {emphasis added), as churned 

Still wuh lespect to independent Claim 20 the iAamtner has lebcdou ( ol 4 
lines 1-6 in Egenciotf to make a prior air showing of applicant \ claimed adentifung 
shipping iiiloniwt ion based on the i evened mtotmation " 

\s argued above w ith lespeet to the remaining independent c la trm applicant 
tcspectfulh emphasizes that the e\eetpt tiom f gcndoif iclied on b\ the Lxannnet simplv 
di-vkyes that 'the \cndoi ma\ \enf\ with the pto\ idei that the address supplied h% the 
cuMomei Ibi shipment of the goods has been authon/ed b\ the customer 1 death 
stmpk \cut\ me an addicts supplied In a qtstomei a* mEgendoif fails to spec tticalh 
teach and e\en fniLhss oik/! fiom .tppheanf s claimed " identifying shipping 
mfoimatum based on the tecehed mtormationf especial 1\ whetc such secened 
infuunation includes an Internet Protocol (IP) addtess of [thej mei and an amount of 
payment due' {cmphasK added) in the context claimed 

In addition although tgemloif discloses that the\endoi mav\ent\ with the 
piov idei that the addtess has been authoti/ed b\ the customer," 1-gendor f onh 
discloses that such veutleatiun im\ be performed in the same manner in which such 
\eutlcation would be made fos the same transaction made o\et the telephone' with a 
credit eaid ' 1 hus Fgeudof fstmph dues not meet applicant s specific claim language 



